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FOREWORD

The work reported herein was accomplished at the Cornell Aeronautical
Laboratory, Inc., in Buffalo, New York, under U, S. Air Force Contract
No. AF 33(616)-7669, Project No. 3137, Task No. 31370L, "Study of the Problems
Associated with Flutter of Rotor Blades in Forward Flight", Mr., H. Cochran,
Branch Chief V/STOL Propulsion Branch, ASD, was the project monitor, The
Transportation Research Command (TRECOM) of the Army Transportation Corp
supported the effort.
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ABSTRACT

An experimental and analytical investigation was made of the effects of
advance ratio on the flutter characteristics of a model helicopter rotor blade.
Analyses were based on linearized equations of motion for the flapping,
pitching, bending and twisting degrees of freedom although twisting was
neglected in the subsequent calculations, Reversed flow effects were inclkded
in the evaluation of the aerodynamic forces.

Experimental flutter data were obtained by testing a model helicopter
rotor blade mounted on the CAL/TRECOM Small Rotorcraft Test Apparatus. These
data were compared with the results of calculations based on the linearized
equations of motion for pitching, flapping and bending, The trends of the
theoretical and experimental results were in fair agreement. Lack of good
quantitative agreement is believed to be caused by the absence of an adequate
unsteady aerodynamic theory,
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SUMMARY

An experimental and analytical investigation was made of the effects
of advance ratio on the flutter characteristics of a model helicopter rotor
blade.

Flutter tests were made with the model mounted on the CAL/TRECOM Small
Rotorcraft Test Apparatus at advance ratios from O to 0.7. Rotor shaft angle,
collective pitch angle, blade c, g+ location, and pitch restraint were varied,

Linearized equations of motion were used to represent the dynamics of the
rotor blade. Rcversed-flow effects were included in the quasi-steady theory
used in the development of the aerodynamic coefficients,

To determine the theoretical stability boundaries, an analog computer
was used to solve the coupled pitching, flapping and bending equations of
motion. Increased advance ratio generally decreased the rotor rotational
speed at which the instability occurred. The mpgnitude of the effect of
advance ratio depended on the blade unbalance (i. e.,chordwise ¢. g. position)
and the ratio of bending frequency to pitching frequency.

Agreement between theoretical and experimental data was only qualitative.
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I, INTRODUCTION

The research program discussed herein was undertaken to obtain information
on the influence of forward flight speed (advance ratio) on the flutter charac-
teristics of a helicopter rotor blade model, This effort is essentially a
continuation of the exploratory program reported in Ref. 1,

The critical flutter speed is a parameter which should be considered by
designers in conjunction with forward flight loads. Even if avoided, the
combinations of advance ratio and shaft rotational speed at which rotor
flutter occurs are important since the magnitude of the response of the blade
to normal forward flight aerodynamic excitation is greatly increased as the
eritical flutter conditions are approached.

The need for a better understanding of the aeroelastic properties of
helicopter rotor blades and the need for more accurate means of predicting
these properties have been realized for some time. Continuing effort along
these lines are demonstrating the close relationships that exist among flutter
characteristics, blade aerodynamic loads, blade structural dynamics, vibratory
blade stresses, fuselage vibration, blade response to control movement, flight
stability, and helicopter performance. Limits of present knowledge prevent
the simultaneous evaluation of these problems in the design of helicopter
rotor blades. In fact, even the explanations of particular observed phenomena
must be qualified with assumptions regarding the interactions of the components
of the overall problem unless extreme care has been exercised to isolate
only one facet of the rotor dynamic problem.

In recent years, considerable work has been done on the theoretical and
experimental study of rotor flutter in hovering flight (e.gey, Refs. 2 to 10).
These studies were summarized briefly in Ref. 10. At the present time, rotor
flutter theory has been developed to the point where fairly good correlation
can be expected between theoretical and experimental results for the hovering
case. However, comparatively little work has been done to determine the
effect of forward velocity on rotor flutter. Reference 1l gives the results
of tests of a scale model of a two-bladed, teetering, jet-driven helicopter.
In these tests, it was found that the rotor speed at which flutter was first
detected decreased slightly as advance ratio was increased from O to 0.15.
References 12, 13, and 1 discuss the instability of an unconventional jet-
driven rotor configuration which employed a floating hub and utilized pitch-
cone coupling, For certain ranges of parameters this configuration exhibited
a flutter mode in which blade chordwise bending was the dominant degree of
freedom, In this case, it was also found that the critical rpm at which
flutter occurred decreased with forward speed. The stability of flapping motions

Manuscript released by authors, Lecemter 1561, for publication as an ASD
Technical Report.



was also studied for this configuration., It was shown that a linear math-
ematical model representing single-degree-of-freedom flapping motions can
indicate instability at high advance ratios (Refs. 12 and 13). This
characteristic arises from the periodicity of the air velocity relative to
the blade as the blade rotates in forward flight.

A pitch-lag-flap instability of a light conventional rotor in hovering
was discovered at ASD and subsequently analyzed (Ref. 15). Similar experi-
mental results obtained with a model were reported in Ref. 16 and, in addition,
forward flight was found to have a destabilizing effect,

Reference 17 contains the derivation of equations of motion for bending
and torsion of a rotor in forward flight - the mechanical terms being the
same as those derived in previous analyses for the hovering case (e.g.,
Refs, 5, 9 and 10). Reversed flow effects were included in the quasi-static
aerodynamics, Solutions for first torsion flapping-first bending flutter were
obtained by numerical integration of the equations. The shaft rotational speed
was fixed during the calculations and the advance ratio was increased until une
stable motions were found. Reasonable agreement was shown between two flutter
points obtained with models and calculated results at very high advance ratios
(4 >1,0)e No calculations or data were presented for flutter at lower
advance ratios,

Although the above-mentioned investigations have provided some forward
flight flutter data, there is still little information on how forward velocity
influences the critical rotor speeds for flutter in the coupled flapping-
pitching mode or coupled flapping-pitching-bending-twisting mode of a conven-
“iznal rotor. Furthermore, no known data exist that cover advance ratios
corresponding to the present practical flight regime - 0u<O.,4. The results
of flutter investigations for rotors in hovering flight show that the flutter
characteristics depend principally on the effective c.g. position, the general-
ized mass parameters, the uncoupled natural frequencies of the blade modes,
and the collective pitch angle. The trends of the effect of c.g. position,
the blade mass, and blade natural frequency (i.e., properties that could be
determined in a vacuum) would be expected to be similar in the forward flight
case to those found in hovering. Aerodynamic effects, however, are quite
different in forward flight due to the cyclic change of the relative tangential
velocity at the blade, the unsymmetric induced velocity distribution, and
the rotor disk angle of attack, Both the relative tangential wvelocity and
induced velocity effects are functions of the advance ratio parameter and
this latter parameter represents the major difference between hovering and
forward flight aerodynamics. Also, the rotor disk angle of attack results in
a change of the "wake spacing" of elements of shed vorticity due to a change
of the transport velocity relative to the plane of the rotor disk,
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It was noted in Ref, 11 that the flutter motions occurring in forward
flight were not pure sinusoidal motions but were irregular without a well-
defined frequency. The irregularity of the motions and stresses is not sur-
prising since they result from the superposition of flutter motions whose
frequencies are not necessarily integral multiples of the rpm on the normal
forced response in forward flight.

Theoretical investigations have been made of combined flapping and
bending instability of a rotor blade in forwurd flight (Ref., 18), In-
stability at high advance ratios (4 > 1) was shown to be possible for the
mathematical model chosen., It is reasonable to expect that this instability
would be more critical if adversely coupled with blade pitching or torsional
motions,

It is evident from the above review that little data existed on the
effects of translational velocity on helicopter rotor blade flutter char-
acteristics prior to the experimental phase of the Ref., 1 program and that
few theoretical analyses of the problem had been made. In particular, no
experimental or theoretical resulis were available in the practical helicopter
range (0.15£4 < 0.4). The present program is essentially a continuation of
the work reported in Ref. 1. Techniques and equipment employed were substan-
tially the same, Discussion of these is incorporated in this report for the
convenience of the reader,

Blade chordwise center-of-gravity position, collective pitch angle, and
pitching natural frequency as well as advance ratio were varied during the
flutter tests.

These same quantities (except collective pitch angle) were also varied
in the theoretical calculations, Effects of reverse flow were incorporated
in the aerodynamic force expressions and their influence on the theoretical
flutter boundaries was determined,




II. TEST APPARATUS

The test equipment used in the present program consisted of a single-
bladed hydraulically-driven rotor mounted on the tower of the Small Rotorcraft
Test Apparatus (Figs. la and 1b), This same equipment was used to obtain the
experimental results reported in Ref, l.

The Small Rotorcraft Test Apparatus (Ref. 19) was built by CAL under
the sponsorship of the Army Aviation Division of the U, S. Army Transportation
Research and Engineering Command for making force measurements on small
craft or models at low speeds. Mounted under the trailer is a 375-hp engine
for driving the model or machine being tested (Fig. 2). Two 110-volt 60 cycle
gasoline-driven generators, one having 1500 watts and the other 3500 watts
output capacity, are mounted under the floor of the trailer. A hydraulic pump
to operate the pitch strut and the tower extension strut is mounted under the
trailer bed, During the present program, the trailer tower was used in its
lowest position, and the pitch angle of the pylon was varied. Figure 3
shows the tractor used to pull the trailer. The test conductor sits in the
tractor facing aft, and from this position he can observe the model and
operate its controls,

The rotor head (Fig. L) had been used during previous programs to obtain
the flutter data in hovering reported in Refs. L, 6, 7, 9 and 10, The blade
had been flutter tested previously in hovering (Ref. 10). A motor-driven cam
was used to disturb the blade in pitch, This device had also been used in
previous tests (Refs. L and 6).

The rotor is mounted on a drive shaft that is supported by bearings at
each end of the rotor pylon (Figs. la and 1b). A slip ring assembly is
mounted on the drive shaft under the lower bearing. The rotor drive shaft is
driven through a flexible coupling by a 29-hp hydraulic motor, The hydraulic
motor housing is supported by trunnion bearings on the top of the tower of
the Small Rotorcraft Test Trailer. A hydraulic strut pinned to the hydraulic
?otor hogsing and the tower is used to change the pitch angle of the pylon

Fig. la),

Hydraulic power to drive the motor that is connected to the rotor drive
shaft was obtained by mounting a hydraulic pump at the base of the traller
tower and driving it with the 375-hp engine (Fig. 5). The speed of the
hydraulic motor can be controlled by varying the stroke of the pump or by
changing the speed of the driving engine,

The blade used to obtain the flutter data is designated as Blade No, L,

in Ref, 10, Its properties are tabulated in APPENDIX I of this report, Blade
chordwise center-of-gravity position was adjusted by means of lead weights

N ey PRPTRRAPAT 15 WL i
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housed in a cylindrical pod at the blade tip., The blade is instrumented with
strain gages to measure bending moments at five spanwise locations., Pitch
and flap transducers are mounted on the rotor (Fig. L). The signals from
this instrumentation are carried through the slip rings to a recording
oscillograph that is mounted on the trailer (Fig. 6). The hydraulic controls
for ogerating the tower extension and pylon pitch struts are also shown on
Fig. ]
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I11. FLUTTER}; ',RIMENTS \
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)
A. Technique }

A N NS
’
g
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I

The same technique and pitch trip actua1=* had been used previously

in model flutter studies (Refs. 1, L4, and 6) ' , therefore, are described.
only briefly in the following discussion, oy

In order to excite the model and subsquflfly determine the proximity
to the flutter boundary, the pitch of the bli.. was increaged seversl degrees
above the nominal value by means of a motor-¢;iven cam and then suddenly
released, The motions of the blade would dan' 1Jt if the model were rotating
with an angular velocity below that required ‘or:sustain flutter, Rotor
speed was increased in increments and the proce;; repeated until the angular
velocity of the rotor was a small amount greate than that at which blade
motions damped out, and the blade motions persi:ted at almost constant ampli-
tude. The osclllograrh was started, and rotor »)eed w1as slowly decreased
until flutter motions damped out. The condlt10*=*ex;~m¢ng Just before the

motion started to decay were considered to be t.. flutter conditions.

Since the purpose of this investigation wa: tc¢ ustudy the effect of _
forward velocity on the flutter of a single-blauld soator, tecis were first.
made with zero or near zero forward velocity to' :st.b.udish a reference flutter
condition, p i

Flutter tests were conducted at the Niagara Féils Nun1c1pal Airport
on the East-West taxi strip. The velocity and dir¢:tisn of the ambient wind
limited the lowest forward flight speed at whick,txsns ‘could be conducted, -
Tests were not attempted unless the angle betuee*‘ e resultant wind velocity
and the plane of symmetry of the model was less h‘, fifteen degrees. Thisa
arbitrary limit was set to awvoid the introductiox ¢ 7 an additional test
variable-lateral shaft tilt. Runs were made u;t( t1e model faced into the
prevailing wind and with the apparatus stationar: !> obtain the lower range
of test forward flight velocities, ;L
B. Range of Experiments b

Tests were conducted for a range of equivaleni center-of-gravity
locations™ from 0.36 to 13.9 percent chord behint,‘he pitch axis. The pitch

axis was at the 25% chord line. ;

# Equivalent center-of-gravity location is a cori.aient means for presenting
the blade pitching-flapping inertial coupling - i.c¢., the product of inertia.
It is defined as the chordwise c.g. location of a.:ectangular blade having a
uniform mass distribution such that the ratio of tie pitching-flapping product
of inertia to the flapping inertia is the same lll hat of the non~uniform blade
being studied: %, ‘ .
(] P
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B, Range of Experiments (r ’, nt'd)

The advance ratio ra.ng, ‘Awas zero to approximately O.7. Flutter tests
were conducted for shaft s lua between L and 12 degrees. Collective pitch
angles ranged from 3 to 8 wg*ees.

The ratio of the nonro.,a*ing bending frequency to the nonrotating pitching
frequency could be varied fi:cin 0.6 to 1,5. The primary means for varying
this quantity was tie spr:mg; 3tiffness of the pitching mode,

Approximate stall reg lnns were computed for the retreating blade tip
and are shown on Fig. 7 a‘ ‘ wictions of shaft tilt angle, &« , and collective
pitch angle, 00. It was - *xwued that the stall angles of attack are + 19,
Linear aerodynamic¢ thecry wus used to calculate the conditions at which these
asrodynamic angles of attac): vere reached. The regions between the lines ¢ =

. constbant regresent dnstall\-*l c¢peration. The model blade tip was unstallea in

the trim- conditlon for ‘@11 -he.data presented and it is doubtful that any local
stalling due to the fluvver métions affected the results.

C. Experimental Flutter Resul ;s

The exper:.mental flutter lata are summarized on Figs. 8a - 8e. The
various shaft tilts { from 4° (to 120 nose-down tilt relative to the wind) at
which deia were obtairncd are st shown on the figures since the effect of this
parameter was hidden in the seitter of the flutter points,

Data obtained with blade,‘:»eav'ly mass balanced (equivalent Cegs 0.36%
chord behind the quarter chord. ae shown on Fig., 8a., The ratio of the
nonrotating »itching frequency, « to the shaft speed,.n. , at which
flutter occurred was insensiti-e 10 shaft tilt, advance ratio, and bending-
to~-pitching frequency ratio over {he range tested.

Figure 8b shows the fluite. cata obtained with the equivalent c.g.
approximately L% chord behind tie pitch axis (25% chord). The shaft speeds
at which flutter occuired for a g ven pitching frequency were reaucecd corpared
with those for the more forvai’ c.g. location (Fig. 8a). Again,advance ratio
and shaft angle and bending-to- 5i*ching ratio had small effects on the flutter
characteristics,

Flutter points obtained wih equivalent c.g. approximately 6% behind the
quarter chord are shown on Figs. {c and 8d. The data obtained at relatively
low collective pitch angles (Fi;;. 8¢c) indicate a decreasing flutter speed ()
with increasing advance ratio fir a fixed pitching frequency. Shaft tilt
and frequency ratio again had rcl.tively small effects, Figure 8d shows
results obtained at somewhat hiih.r collective pitch angles, Comparison of
Figs. 8¢ and 8d indicates that thi higher collective pitch angles produced
lowor flutter speeds in the low, a range while practically no difference




assignable to collective pitch can be observed forpss> 0.3.

Test. results for the most aft c.g. location (approximately 14% behind
the pitch axis) are shown on Fig, 8e., Both advance ratio and bending-to-
pitching frequency ratio had appreclable effects.

[

. : . gl T e T— 3 oy
Bl AR VAR F ol MR A it T s PR S ik i Lt heired ACrA ik & sl i A




»

IV. DISCUSSION OF ANALYSES

A, Equations of Motion

The method of derivation of the equations of motion used in the present
program follows that used in the previous CAL studies of blade aeroelastic
characteristics (e.g., Refs. 1, 5, 7, 9, and 10), The mass and elastic terms
are not rederived in this report, since these terms are identical in hovering
and forward flight. Similarly, the quasi-static aerodynhamic terms arising
from the translational velocity were previously presented in Ref. 1 (with
reversed flow effects neglected) and are easily derived by an extension of
the basic analysis of Ref. 6. The equations of motion and the expressions
for the generalized mass, elastic, and aerodynamic coefficients are summarized
in APPENDIX II, A correction factor to approximate the principal Mach
number effect (i. e., on the lift curve slope) has been indicated. The
inclusion of even this simple factor and the effects of reversed flow over the
retreating blade greatly complicates the problem. Mach number effects were
not included in the calculations made for the blade used in the present
program, since the Mach numbers reached during the tests were low ( M < 0.3).

It must be noted that there is no substantiated theory for the pre-
diction of either the steady or unsteady aerodynamic forces on a helicopter
rotor blade in forward flight.

B. Aerodynamic Coefficients for Reversed Flow Region

A helicopter rotor blade in forward flight experiences a periodic
tangential wvelocity arising from the flight speed superimposed on the
tangential velocity due to rotation:

M= T sV S W
where the azimuthal angle, ¥/ , is measured from the downwind position and

the positive direction is the direction of rotation of the blade. When
Vp< O the flow regime is termed "reversed".

The boundary at which Vo, = 0 is a circle of diameter ¢ R with its
center at W= 37 s ¥ =% AR, Within this circle, the 1lift is

2

negative and the static aerodynamic center is at the 3/L chord of the blade
section.,

In order to extend the theory developed in Refs. 1 and 6 to account for

the reversed flow effect, a correction factor was added to the sectional aero-
dynamic 1ift equation. This factor subtracts the portion of the lift due to

9
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normal flow and adds terms due to reversed flow, lLet the 1ift be considered
to consist of two parts:

P =P +AP

NF RF (1)
where
P = resultant lift
PNF = 1ift in the absence of reversed flow
AP = 1ift correction due to reversed flow
then P
AFp =Py *? (2)

It is understood, of course, that this correction is applied only in the
region Vp< 0o

Identification of the terms in the lift equation that are affected by
the reversed flow regions was accomplished by writing the 1ift equation for
reversed flow and comparing it with the expression obtained when VT > 0. This
is substantially the same procedure used in Ref. 17. For Vp > O, the lift
equation is

pPempb[vi +k] + @f’*"f@fx#:*é@] (3)

For VT< 0 ( i.e., reversed flow region),
Parpd [wd +i] + Oge PUUT-V=-K+147] (L)

©
It is seen that the signs of the¥e and A terms became negative in the
reverse flow 1lift equation, By identifying these terms in the theory (Refs. 7
and 17), the equation for the perturbation 1lift of a blade element operating
in reverse flow and correction terms indicated by Equation (2) was obtained.
By means of the same procedure, it was found that for a flat plate airfoil
there are no changes in the signs of the terms in the equation expressing the
moment about the mid-chord of the blade,

10




The correction terms appear as integrals over the intervalr to
sin in APPENDIX II. Evaluation of the integrals leads to period?l.c force
expressions since the upper limit is periodic.

When (at an element of the blade) Ve sinyg & 7 i.e,, Vp &= 0,

the angle-of-attack of the blade may be considerably larger than the stall
angle and the blade 1ift will be reduced. The 1lift curve slope was carried
in the reversed flow aerodynamic coefficients as a parameter in order to
permit study of this nonlinear effect at some future time.

C. Flutter Calculations

The equations of motion for flapping, pitching and bending given in
APPENDIX II were programmed on an analog computer. In order to reduce the
problem to a size which was compatible with the available computer facilities,
the following engineering approximations to the problem were made,

a. The effects of the blade torsional degree~ “-freedom were neglected.

| b. The effects of aerodynamic coupling between the blade flapping and
bending were neglected in the reverse flow temms,
c. The effects of terms of higher harmonic order than L (e.g., cos Sy ,
I sin 5«& , etc.) in the terms describing reverse flow were neglected.

It is believed that the accuracy with which the flutter boundaries for
the model blade are predicted is not significantly altered by these approxima-
tions when the advance ratio is that characteristic of foreseeable helicopters

( say, s < 0.7).

Reversed flow aerodynamic terms for the bending generalized coordinate
were generated by using an approximate mode shape (cubic). This procedure
permitted closed form integration and greatly simplified the introduction
of the upper limit, A4 sin W (see APPENDIX II).

Since the blade encounters reverse flow only on the retreating blade,
it is necessary to switch the reverse flow terms into the equations of
motion when7< Y <z/mand out when 0K YW<m . This was accomplished by the
use of electrical relays in the analog computations,

The solutions obtained_on the analog computer are presented on Figs. 9a
through 9i. The ordinate, “j4 / ‘A 5 1s directly proportional to 1 for a

.o fixed nonrotating pitch frequency. Hence, increasing values of thf?eﬁ'ratio
correspond to decreasing flutter speeds, L , when the pitching frequency,
Wy, 1s specified. For each of the three center-of-gravity positions
stud! the effects of bending-to-pitching frequency ratio and reversed flow

were obtained,

11
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Calculated results for the most forward equivalent center-of-gravity
position ( %¢ /¢ = 0.0036 behind the pitch axis) are shown on Figs. 9a
through 9¢, Curve A on Fig. 9a was obtained with reversed flow effects
neglected; Curve B was obtained by using the assumption that the forces
generated in the reversed flow region were zero, and curve C was obtained
when linear aerodynamic theory (see Section IVA) was used to represent the
reversed flow aerodynamic forces. It can be seen that the effect of including
reversed flow terms in the computation is to reduce the shaft rotational
speed at which flutter is predicted. For this particular case reduction is
relatively small until an advance ratio of 0,65 is reached. Both with and

without reversed flow the calculated flutter speed at A4 = 0.4 was approximately

15% lower than that atmt= 0,2,

Comparison of Figs. 9a, Sb, and 9¢ indicates the effect of the ratio
of the nonrotating bending frequency to the nonrotating pitching frequency.
The lowest frequency ratio (u’7¢' /LT/, = 0,585, Fig. 9¢c) indicated the lowest
flutter speed in the low . range. For this particular case the bending
frequency is near the flapping frequency (the rotating flapping frequency
ratio being constant and equal tc one, of course). LEffects of reversed flow
and advance ratio are roughly the same for all these frequency ratios,

The pecvliar shapes of the curves on Figs. 9a, 9b, and 9c¢ indicate that
the aerodynamic terms introduce complex phase shifts that are functions of
advance ratio.

Figures 9d through 9f show the calculated results for an intermediate
center-of-gravity position (7%¢ /¢ = 0.0LL) for three bending-to-pitching
frequency ratios. Effects of reversed flow were relatively minor up to an
advance ratio of approximately 0.5. Distortion of the theoretical curves
occurred as ‘ZV, /u7€° was decreased. An appreciable decrease of the flutter
speed was obtained at 4= 0,6 for DY [, = 0.947 when reversed flow effects

were included (Fig. 9e). Figure 9d, on the other hand, indicated that flutter
speeds in the range 0.3<A~< 0,5 for (g A 0.583 were higher than the
flutter speed at 44 = 0.3, e

Results obtained with the center of gravity most aft (%&£ = 0.139)
show the most sensitivity to &g /Us, and advance ratio (Figs. 9g through
9i). Figure 9g again shows a comparison between the results obtained with
different assumptions with respect to the aerodynamic forces in the reversed
flow region. Neglect of reversed flow usually gives the highest value of the
shaft speed at which flutter occurs. Results obtained by assuming the aerow
dynamic forces in the reversed flow region are zero indicate a lower flutter
speed while inclusion of fully effective reversed flow aerodynamic force
yields the lowest values of L , -

12



For (g [afp= 1,55 (Fig. 9g) and 0,629 (Fig. 91i) the theoretical curves
indicate a rapid decrease of flutter speed with advance ratio. For @ /w,.- 1,11
[ 4

the decrease of flutter speed with increasing advance ratio is less pronounced
(Fig. Sh) -- in fact, the trend is reversed in a narrow range at an advance
ratio of approximately 0.5 Both Figs. 9h and 9i indicate some conditions

for which the blade is slightly more stable with reversed flow effects
included than with reversed flow neglected.

13
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V  COMPARISON OF EXPERIMENTAL AND CALCULATED RESULTS

Comparisons of experimental and calculated flutter boundaries are shown
on Figures 10a through 10¢, In general, the calculated results are conserva-
tive, i.,e., the predicted shaft speed for flutter is lower than that observed

in the tests.

A comparison of the results obtained with the blade nearly mass-balanced
is shown in Figure 10a., This plot is a combination of Figures 8a, 9a and 9b.
Predicted degradation of the aeroelastic stability with advance ratio was not
observed-~at least over the range of advance ratios investigated. The calcu-
lated flutter boundary is conservative even when reversed flow effects are
neglected,

Figure 10b presents a comparison of the measured and calculated flutter
boundaries for an intermediate c.g. location,ia ¢ ™= 0,0L., Again, the
experimental data show no sensitivity to advance ratio while the theoretical
results indicate a decreasing flutter speed with increasing advance ratio,

The theoretical results are quite conservative over the range covered by tests.

Experimental and theoretical results for %z /c = 0.139 are shown on
Figure 10c, The experimental data show a decreasing flutter speed with in-
creasing advance ratio similar to that obtained in the theoretical study.
The calculated results are conservative over the range of the test data.




1.

2,

3.

L.

5e

e

VI  CONCLUSIONS

Advance ratio had little effect on the shaft speed at which flutter
was obtained experimentally when the blade was nearly mass-balanced--
at least, up to an advance ratio of approximately 0.5. As the mass
unbalance was increased, the flutter speed became more sensitive to
advance ratio and decreased with increasing advance ratio. The same
trends were observed in the theoretical results, but the agreement is
only qualitative.

Bending-to-pitching frequency ratio had little effect on observed
flutter speed for the range of conditions tested (0.6< &y /@eg 1.5).
Whatever effect existed was obscured in the scatter of the daga.
Theoretical results showed a sensitivity to this ratio that varied
with unbalance and advance ratio.

The theoretical results were conservative for all combinations of
unbalance, bending-to-pitching frequency ratio, and advance ratio
encompassed by the test data,

Collective pitch angle had an observable effect on the experimental
flutter speed at low advance ratios, but this effect disavpeared at
moderate advance ratios (4> 0,2), It is possible that blade stall
partly influenced the experimental observations, since the amplitudes
of the pitch motions were relatively large. Collective pitch effects
were neglected in the analysis, since the quasi-steady aerodynamic
theory used indicated these are second-order effects,

It is difficult to define experimentally a flutter boundary as a
function of advance ratio, because the flutter motions are super-
imposed on the forced response motions.

The calculated effect of reversed flow was to decrease the shaft
speed at which flutter occurred for nearly all blade configurations,
The magnitude of tl ‘s effect varied with advance ratio, bending-to-
pitching frequency, and blade unbalance., Inclusion of reversed flow
effects did not improve the agreement between the experimental and
theoretical results. That is, the theoretical boundary was conserva-
tive even when reversed flow effects were neglected,

Extreme caution should be exercised in the extrapolation of the experi-

mental results obtained to rotors having mass, elastic, and geometric
properties appreciably different from the test configurations,

15
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VII RECOMMENDATIONS

The scope of this investigation was so limited that many potentially
important problems were not attacked., Some of these are contained in the
following list:

l. An unsteady aerodynamic theory should be developed for rotors
in forward flight.

2. An experimental and theoretical investigation of the effects
of Mach number on rotor flutter should be conducted.

3. Means for predicting contours of constant damping (as opposed
to the contours of zero net damping--the flutter boundary)
should be developed and substantiated.

L., Stall flutter should be investigated.

Se A theoretical and experimental study of the aerocelastic char-
acteristics of VTOL/STOL rotor-props should be initiated.

6. Aeroelastic studies of unloaded rotors operating at very high
advance ratios (4 > 1) should be undertaken.

16
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APPENDIX I
MODEL PHYSICAL CHARACTFRISTICS

NACA 00/2 SECTr7ON orrell AX2S

N oy / X
K y
{
0.292FT ! L
T e 3.58 F77 ———— 0. 417~
0.0729 FT.— T

FLAP AX/S

BLADE PLAN-VIEW DIMENSIONS

The above diagram shows the plan-view dimensions of CAL Model Blade L.
The properties of the blade and hub are summarized in the following tables:

Table I.1l Section Mass and Stiffness
Properties for CAL Model Blade L.

Table I.2 Blade and Hub Properties

Table I.3 Hub Inertial Characteristics.
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TABLE I.2
BLADE AND HUB PROPERTIES -= CAL BLADE MODEL L4 - NO POD

ITEM VALUE
Elastic Axis Location (Uniform Part of Blade) 41.0% chord
C.G. Position (Uniform Part of Blade) L2,5% chord

2

M, 0.187 slugs ft.

B

? -

% —

Mgo¥ - -
‘”@4¢£ . .
Moo o
0= "o,
Ve, = 7
786, 7o

”90 % - W” Q.
.0, Mg @0

e TALY
»®

z?/ o . [ ) [ ]

L]

*Includes blade

A GO 0 A, o NS

and part of hub that pitches.

.

L]
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0,00038 slugs ft.2

0.0103 slugs

0,00006 slugs ft.2

-0,0028 slugs ft.2

-0,000L4L slugs ft.

-0,00017 slugs ft.2
~-0,00007 slugs ft.
0,00008 slugs ft.2
«0,00002 slugs ft.

0.,000073 slugs ft.

2
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TABLE I.3
HUB INERTIAL CHARACTERISTICS

AT, = 0.03L1 slugs £t.? (all parts that flap)

Zar = 0,00205 slugs ft.2 (part that flaps but does not pitch)
Az, = 0,00009L4 slugs £,° (part that pitches)

Zs, = 0,000073 slugs ft.2 (part that pitches)

Zz_/ (root) = Za,c*lz., = 0,00212 (slugs ft.z)

L B
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APPENDIX II

EQUATIONS OF MOTION AND GENERALIZED COEFFICIENTS

This appendix contains the equations for the pitching, flapping, bending
and torsion degrees of freedom and the expressions for the coefficients,
These are arranged in the following tables:

Table II,1
1.2
II.3
II.L
11.5

Equations of lotion

Generalized lMass Coefficients

Generalized Centrifugal Force Coefficients
Generalized Gyroscopic Coupling Coefficients
Generalized Aerodynamic Coefficients

The preceding were derived in a manner similar to that described in
Reference 7. Underlined terms in Tables II.2, II.3, and II.L are functions
of the static deflections of the blade.

The 1ift curve slope appears under the integral signs in Table II.S5
to indicate that it is a function of radial (and azimuthal) position when
the Mach number effect is included, It is anticipated that the Prandtl-
Glauert correction will be suitable for the range of section Mach numbers
anticipated for helicopter rotors (Reference 20): @ = @, /-/’—%zce
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TABLE II.l

EQUATIONS OF MOTION
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TABLE Il.2

QENERALIZED MASS COEFFICIENTS

Mea = I, +T, (root)
Mgg -;/?H)?‘ + @6, )r madr
Mpg‘-ﬁ%rmdr w0
Mp,' -.-/S?,r fa mdr
Maps= Mpe,
Mag= Ix, + I, -t/;(,uex Ymdr +/¢ mdr
Mu- fﬁ, (2+%, +¢8.)mdr 4_/}, ¢e,mdr
Mq_.‘-/(df' +d1’)ﬁ,dr +ﬁ 2 fg mdr
Mop = Mag,
l Mé.q, - ':‘e.é.\
I My.4, =/ fomde +(§§!~f“1,‘(mt)
My, - 7/ X, F,,ﬂ fo, mdr
Mags = Moo,
Moa,= Mage,
Mad." Mg,
Mgq .](%1;'- +4Im) o dr
Note:
Integrals in Mgy, Mag , d Mgy 1nolude the effect of all parts

of the root fitting which flap while integrals in Mpg » M‘* , and M‘Q
only inoclude the parts of the root fitting whioch both pitch and flep,

& et &
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TABLE II.3
GENERALIZED CENTRIFUGAL FORCE COEFFICIENTS

Toa = Tz (root) - Ir
R
Tpg‘ﬂ**”‘.*lﬁ&)fmdr
Te ¢- "f:' f¢nmdr mo
’l
Toe, 'f&"f‘a'mdr
Tam = Teea
e -T,, - ft s
T‘Q.- Iz' /3"'\& I, [*Cx,),‘mdr "’/ﬂ,rm r
To. 6, ﬁg(ﬂ&rﬁ)mdr —/o.¢€¢ﬂmdn - / .6 QA mdr
Tqe " [?55 42Yfa dr ~fz A £ 0
Y0~ Ted,
2.8 =~ . ‘ *
2
T = (G) T Croot) - JER) [frmer)er
T :ﬁ i\fq(%}&) mdr
Tae Teo,
Top, = Ta,o,
Toa" o, ‘ o
T %‘9") f:d" ';j’%p)ﬁ,df - J R A fo mdr
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PABIE II.L

OENERALIZED GYROSCOPIC COUPLING COEFFICIENTS

ZGpp =0

2Gpq = &1z +2[¢[p+@r Jndr

r ]
2Gog = e/{¢+gr)€¢"e°mdr )

ral,
2Gpe,= 23 )fodr

2Gge = ~2Gaq,

ZGQ...S o .
eCag - -2/ H A1SERYE )i mar
2Ce0 .~

tC“F - -2 %9

£0pa~ ~2Caq

ZG'.‘- o

2Gee, =0

‘G“p' -8 Gﬂ..
ZG.A' o
Lo g =0 =-2 G,".‘

2 6"q L X-]
¢ Thias term might be neglected. It would be sero if the small bending de-
flection associsted with the flapping mode vere included in the analysis,
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TABIE 11,5

Aﬂ '-ﬁ‘o_rf.b'r'dr

¢ suRsimwy
A’) * -ﬂ(’fz bridr +f’ﬂ‘[(a,,f a)brdr

SMRsIn
Sy * ~NRe ﬁbr‘dr *pﬂ/?! (@u + a)bridr
" * ~uRsmp - uRsiny
Ay = N fab(Qf§)r‘dr -pQ'J (ap+a)Qridr + %pﬂ'!(a.;-a)b'r'dr
LT

o
C” .- ﬂ‘R@ !abr‘lr +PO'RI (@est @)brdr
° * ~uRsny ~mRsiw g

|

5” . ﬂ‘R(Jab(Q*g)rdr + n‘ﬂzRe [Z'rdr -(Q'RJ(a,,u)bOrdr +%(H'Rf(a,,-a)b'rdr

4 % 3
’ | ~2p2 f‘ ! 2 :-'“Rm"
5” s - ‘EﬂRe"abrdr --Z—(oﬂRf(a,,m)brdr
A’s' b ﬂ'f f‘b.f?rdr

* by . M kv : pRawy
Ag * ndcb(Qf F)r'dr + n.n(:[brdr +(ﬂJ(a.,+a)b0rdr +(’ﬂf(a.,-a)br'dr

&

~ ~uRswy - R sin
S, * QR [ ab(@+8)rar + :rnﬁeﬂ‘rdr -eAR[(ay +a)bQrar 4;'faﬁf&”-2)b'rdr
. R . ~mRsiny ‘r.‘ | ~MRswy .
A,,. . .ﬂ.( abridr -pﬂf(a,,+a)br’dr -z—’p()Rﬂ’f(a,,'ra)brdr
3 :

s o pHRmy
S » 20'Re[abr'tr -2p0R[(au+abr'ar
¢
Ry

:f( Qus +a)brdr

R
Coo, * -fﬂ'R‘(_!abrdr +7pIR
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TABIE II.5 cont'd,

Ag ° - rrp[b'/“rdr
~uksiny
AM s 'ﬂ(ﬁbﬁr‘h +pﬂ!(a,,+a)ﬁ, br'dr
wRsmy

Su * -ﬂR(,[abﬁrdr +pﬂR[(a,,+a)f¢, brdr

. cmRsw y . MRon y .
Ay * ﬂ'pﬂb (0+ zé)j—,ﬁ'r‘dr -oN'[(a,.+a)Q 5;"' br'dr +3pQ f(a.-a);;"br%lr
% 1

(v ~uksimy
CM . - 'R(;Jabs—ér'dr +‘oﬂ‘R!(‘:z,,¢a)ad;’;'br‘dr

; A . ~uRsn o pHRswy .
= 'R (fab @+ ;:é);';'?‘rdr + trﬂtl?gﬁgé rdr -efl R;[(a.,*a);;{" Qbrdr +3pR (s -a);;f“brdr
’ ~uR3iny E "

5;'- °- E'.Q‘Rz(o-‘/:b g'rﬁ rdr + z’-fﬂ'/?g(a,, + a)zd.r/‘: brdr
[}
A = mp[b'(e- £)hrar
~pRamy -uRsin

o ¥ )
Aq * ﬂ(’[ab(Q‘l*z‘!)ﬁ,r‘dr + rrﬂpﬁ'f;r‘dr -pn[(a.,+a)x,gbr'4r +z’-¢oa[(a.,+a)f,br‘dr
[ ] ~uRamy .‘-,akmvy .
Su, ﬂnpﬁb(a-ﬂ*zé)@rw ' ﬂﬂR(:[b'r:rdr -0 [{au+a)nf bir + 3R [(au- )hbrdr
& % [
. ~uRsm et Ko y
AA - ﬂ'eﬁbf;r'dr -fﬂf(a,,*-a)f.br"dr -z’-pﬂl?/df/?a,,m)ﬂbrdr
. . -uRsimy .
S * zﬂ'/?(:ﬁbf.;r’dr -z(aﬂRf(a,na)ﬂbr‘dr
. Rsiny

[ ]
s ‘%ﬂ'ﬁ'g!&bﬂn{r +1'-(Q'R;f(ﬂa,, +a)f\brdr
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TABLE II.5 cont'd.

A'-,i' .7 ij'Ordr
" ~uR sin g
A..,' = .Qefa.er dr - wﬂpfbr’dr -fﬂf{a,ﬁd)@brdr
ble.+e - 72)p
+ npl 2 ar¥ 2y
f r + R/ sm}y o r .
5,"5 = ﬂR()f'aerdr - ﬂﬁ/\’pfbrdr —pﬂRf(a,,+a)0brdr
~uRsmy ~mR sy
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Runp
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~uRsmy
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